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Electricians need the full
solidarity of all workers

HE strike by 10,500 electricians, members of the Technical,  Engineering and ElectricalTUnion, needs the active support of all workers throughout the country. The battle lines
have been drawn by the bosses and their Government.

We cannot separate this strike from
the general assault on workers’ pay and
conditions  that  the  Government  and
the  bosses  have  launched  since  the
present economic crisis blew up. Under
the guise of this crisis many employers
have  embarked  on  a  frontal  assault,
with some workers being forced to take
wage cuts of 20 to 30 per cent.

Not  only  wages  have  come  under
pressure but  also  working conditions,
such  as  overtime  payments  and  shift
allowance.

While it is obvious that we are in a
deep recession,  it  is  also  clear  that  a
signi� cant  number  of  pro� table
companies  and  employers  have  been

using the opportunity to claw back the
terms  and  conditions  of  their
employees.  Under  the  various  “social
partnership”  agreements  there  has
always  been  the  “inability  to  pay”
clause,  under  which  employers  could
take their case to the Labour Court to
have it ruled on.

The spin now in the media,  which
has been carefully orchestrated by the
employers’  organisations,  is  that  a
group of  greedy,  overpaid  electricians
are  demanding  a  pay  rise  of  11½ per
cent. The facts are as follows:
  • Employers have refused to pay the
increase  due  under  previous  agree-
ments, which should have been paid in
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A few years ago everybody was saying we must have much more leisure—everybody is
working too much. Now that everybody has got so much leisure—it may be involuntary,
but they have got it—they are complaining they are unemployed. People do not seem to
be able to make up their mind what they want, do they?—Philip Mountbatten (“Duke of
Edinburgh”), radio interview, June 1981.
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April  2008 (before the economic crisis
began).
  • The last pay increase applied to the
contracting electricians was on the 1st
of April 2007, of €21.49, based on the
rates  of  pay  of  sixteen  companies
employing  maintenance  electricians.
This  was  calculated  using  the  period
from the 1st of September 2005 to the
1st of September 2006.
  • Current rates of pay for electricians
are four years behind other workers.
  • The TEEU wanted an agreed rate of
€22.54 (a 4.9 per cent increase) applied
from the 1st of April 2008.
  • Employers took their case to the law
courts and lost.
  • Since then the bosses’ organisations,
the Electrical  Contractors’  Association
and the Association of Electrical  Con-
tractors (Ireland), have refused to apply
the agreed pay terms.
  • The  increase  due  under  the  agree-
ment  from  the  1st  of  April  2009  is
€1.44  per  hour,  giving  a  new  hourly
rate  of  €23.98  (a  6.37  per  cent
increase), but the employers have again
refused to implement the terms of the
agreement.

What do the bosses want?
  • A 10 per cent cut in wages on the
April 2007 rate of €21.49. (If they were
to succeed this would reduce the rate to
€19.34  and  would  equate  to  a  pay
reduction of 21 per cent in real terms.)
  • Refusal  to  pay  previously  agreed
increases.
  • Cutting the pay of apprentices.
  • Bringing in  unquali� ed  workers  to
replace quali� ed electricians.
  • The three signatories of the current
agreement—the  TEEU  and  the  two
employers’  organisations—would  have
their  names  removed,  and  each  elec-
trician  would  be  required  to  sign  an
individual contract of employment.
  • Flexible hours, with no overtime to
be  paid  until  after  thirty-nine  hours

have been worked in a week.
  • A major reduction in shift pay.

What the employers are attempting
to do is to break the registered employ-
ment agreements that set the pay and
conditions that all electrical contractors
have  to  meet.  These  are  agreements
that  both  employers  and unions have
agreed and worked for  many decades.
They  ensure  a  minimum  standard  of
pay  and  conditions  and  also  uniform
conditions and training for apprentices.
They ensure  that  the  minimum wage
for  electricians  is  set  by  the  industry
and is applied across the board, includ-
ing the same pay for migrant electrical
workers.  This  has  prevented  a  lot  of
abuse  on  building  sites  during  the
“boom” years.

In 2008 a breakaway organisation of
electrical  contractors  (some  believe
they were � ying the � ag for the main
employers’ organisations) took its case
to a full hearing of the Labour Court to
have the registered employment agree-
ments  overturned,  using  the  Laval
judgement  of  the  European  Court  of
Justice.

Firstly,  they  want  to  break  the
registered agreements and to tear up all
legally  enforceable  collective  agree-
ments, thereby opening up the way for
the application and full implementation
of  the  Laval  and  Luxembourg  judge-
ments handed down by the European
Court of Justice.

Secondly,  they  wish  to  see  the
national minimum wage as the bench-
mark  for  the  employment  of
electricians.

Thirdly, they want to break the link
between  the  pay  rates  of  apprentices
and of quali� ed electricians.

Fourthly,  they  want  to  employ
under-skilled  or  semi-skilled  workers,
with a small number of quali� ed elec-
tricians  to  comply  with  health  and
safety  standards  as  well  as  electrical
industry standards.

Fifthly,  they  want  to  de-skill  the
work  force  and  lower  industry
standards.

Sixthly, they want to break the craft
unions and in particular the TEEU.

If  the employers get their way and
break  the  registered  employment
agreements it will open up the door to a
full  assault  in  all  industries,  and  not
just the building industry. And this is
at  a  time  when  the  Government  is
about  to  cut  social  welfare  payments
and  reduce  the  national  minimum
wage.

The CPI has been pointing out  all
along that  the drive by the European
Union  has  been  to  “restructure”  the
market  in  the  interests  of  monopoly
corporations and to lead an assault  in
member-states  on the  hard-won gains
of workers over many generations. The
chickens  are  now  coming  home  to
roost.

We could not agree more with the
President  of  SIPTU,  Jack  O’Connor,
when he stated:  “Ultimately,  the  elec-
tricians  must  be  supported  by  all
workers,  because the  employers’  objec-
tive  of  cutting  pay  and  tearing  up
agreements re� ects the primary aim of
the wealthy elite in our society, which
is, above all else, to preserve their own
assets and privileged position.”

All the talk about how we must all
“carry  the  burden”  and  “share  the
pain” is nothing but a class attack by
the  rich  and  powerful  to  make
workers  and  their  families  pay  for
the  crisis.  They  want  workers  to
make sacri� ces and to see their jobs,
wages,  terms  and  conditions
destroyed, their communities starved
of  resources,  not  for  some  better
future or  “better  Ireland”  but  for  a
return to the same old Ireland, with
the elite and the nouveau riche well
looked after and the rest living o�  the
scraps  from  their  table.  This  is  a
sacri� ce not worth making.

Irish Ferries moves ashore
ANY Irish  employers  are  now using  the  present  economic climate  as  an  excuse  forMdriving down workers’ wages and conditions. In April, employers at Dawn Meats in Midle-

ton,  Co.  Cork,  announced  65  redundancies  from  among  a  100-strong  group  of  directly
employed workers. Yet, according to SIPTU, the redundancies are not genuine, as the work
involved is either to be transferred to other plants or will be carried out by agency workers,
who will in e� ect be displacing the direct workers who are being made redundant—resonant of
the Irish Ferries case.

After  the  redundancies  were
announced the company o� ered three-
and-a-half  weeks’  pay  per  year  of
service,  inclusive  of  statutory  redun-
dancy, with each week of pay (ex gratia
as  well  as  statutory)  capped  at  the
statutory ceiling of €600 per week. This
is  wholly  inadequate  in  an  economic
climate  in  which  alternative  employ-

ment is almost impossible to get.
Union  members  at  the  plant  even

o� ered to work in the Charleville plant,
to  which  their  work  was being trans-
ferred,  though  it  is  some  forty  miles
way.  Signi� cantly,  the  management
responded  to  this  gesture  by  stating
that  it  would employ them only on a
“cost-neutral basis,” that is, at the same

rate as the Charleville workers, who are
on the national minimum wage.

SIPTU  rightly  brought  the  case
before the Redundancy Panel under the
Protection of Employment (Exceptional
Collective  Redundancies  and  Related
Matters) Act (2007), which was set up
in  the  aftermath  of  the  Irish  Ferries
debacle for when employees, and their
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representatives, have doubts about the
genuineness  of  the  need  for  redun-
dancy.

If  it  is  found  that  genuine  redun-
dancies do not exist,  the Government
can refuse the employers their 60 per
cent  rebate  on  statutory  redundancy
payments,  in  which  case  the  tax-free
allowances  on  severance  lump  sums
would also not apply.

In such cases also the Employment
Appeals  Tribunal  would  be  able  to
award  compensation  to  any  a� ected
workers who would be, by its resulting
logic,  unfairly  dismissed:  up  to  four
years’  pay  for  those  with  less  than
twenty years’ service or � ve years’ pay
for those with more than twenty years’
service.  In this  case,  however,  on the
day of the Redundancy Panel hearing at
the end of May the company agreed to
attend  a  Labour  Court  hearing.  The

union  has  since  withdrawn  its  claim
under  the  2007  act,  in  the  hope  of
getting  improved  terms  for  its
members.

A similar  case under  the  2007  act
has been referred by SIPTU at Marine
Terminals  Ltd,  a  container  terminal
operator at Dublin Port that accounts
for about a quarter  of all  port  tra� c.
Workers  in  this  company  have  been
asked to either sign new contracts or be
made  redundant—clearly  demonstrat-
ing that the redundancies are not genu-
ine.

Indeed  in  this  company  when  the
union  tried  to  conduct  negotiations
with  the  employer,  the  management
insisted  on  security  personnel  being
present. Understandably, union negoti-
ators objected to this disgraceful  con-
dition,  which  displays  the  utter  con-
tempt  the  management  in  this

company have for employees.
What  is  important  to  take  from

these  two  cases,  which  appear  to  be
replicated  in  some  other  companies
around the country, is that employers
are  threatening  workers  with  redun-
dancy for no other reason than to force
through reduced terms and conditions
of employment.

There is  undeniably  a  recession in
the economy, but its impact on di� er-
ent  industries  is  uneven,  and  some
industries  may  � nd  themselves  rela-
tively  shielded  from  its  e� ects.
Employers, however, want to exagger-
ate the impact of the economic down-
turn in order to secure even more in-
tolerable cuts in workers’ pay and con-
ditions so as to opportunistically boost
their  pro� t  margins.  Workers,  and
their  representatives,  will  need  to  be
very alive to this threat.

Nothing to apologise for?
RIAN Cowen says he has nothing to apologise for, either as Taoiseach or as Minister forBFinance during Ahern’s reign. This takes some brass neck, at a time when the air waves

are awash with his back-up economists and media commentators trying to sell the idea that
the misery being in� icted on us all will have to be shared.

Almost  every  programme  has  its
establishment economists and “experts”
telling us that if we only understood we
would agree with the drastic cuts they
are in� icting on us, and that they have
to get the public “onside.”

The  latest  exchequer  � gures  for
June show the Government’s de� cit to
be €14.71 billion, and that further cuts
in  public  expenditure  will  have  to  be
made  in  the  autumn  budget.  We are
being prepared through the media for
cuts  in  social  welfare  payments,  pay
cuts,  cuts  in  public  services,  and  a
change in pension entitlements, taking
away all the rights won by workers in
hard  struggles  throughout  the
twentieth century.

Employers are relentless in applying
their slash-and-burn policies, with legal
contracts being totally disregarded and
the intimidation  of  workers  en masse
by calling  them in  and saying  that  if
they don’t agree to abandon their con-
tracts they will lose their jobs.

Leading  � gures  within  the  ICTU,
especially  from  the  public-sector
unions,  and  in  particular  the  general
secretary, David Begg, instead of show-
ing  the  strongest  opposition  that  a
united trade union stand could present
have agreed a new programme of “social
partnership”  that  would  allow  these
policies to be included and give leave to
the  Government  to  implement  these
cuts. Nowhere will they use their con-
siderable power to get coverage for put-
ting forward the rights of workers, the
fact that it is the workers who produce
all the country’s wealth, and that wage

“costs” are not the cause of the present
crisis.

No other organisation supposedly
representing  its  members’  interests
goes  into  battle  armed  with  the
opinions  of  the  opposing  side  and
announcing  in  advance  that  it  will
accept them.

Prof. Brigid La� an, former hack of
the European Union, and Joe Durkan
of UCD Department of Economics are
doing the rounds of current-a� airs pro-
grammes,  doing  the  Government’s
dirty work and telling the people that
these  cuts  are  necessary  for  our  own
good. How can cuts in public services,
cuts  in  pay  and  poorer  working  con-
ditions be good for us? The question is,
who  are these cuts good for, and why
do they happen?

It is not necessary to have a degree
in economics or to be an expert to know
that there are enormously rich people
who  are  rich  at  everybody  else’s
expense, and that Fianna Fáil and Fine
Gael  (and  now  the  Green  Party)
administer the state on their behalf.

The United  Nations  is  now saying
that punitive measures based on gross
domestic  product  (GDP)  are  detri-
mental  to  the  welfare  of  a  country’s
people, and that other measures should
be  used  instead  of  the  draconian
policies of  the International  Monetary
Fund that the Government is so keen
to foist on us.

It is widely accepted that it was the
corruption  of  this  Government,  in
encouraging  rampant  property  specu-
lation,  that  caused  our  particularly

grim situation; but the bigger picture—
of  allowing our  resources  to  be plun-
dered and the development of an export
economy  based  on  transnationals  and
unregulated  � nancial  markets—is  still
being denied as  a contribution to  the
present economic crisis.

Current-a� airs  and  news  pro-
grammes are almost entirely made up
of  representatives  of  the elite:  � ve  or
six panellists on one side and from time
to time a token opponent, and a small
few  allowed  a  couple  of  seconds  to
speak in the audience to prevent RTE
and TV3 from being brought to task for
bias. A prime example of biased views
by RTE is the promotion of  Joe Lee,
now a Fine Gael MEP.

One  exception  is  Vincent  Browne,
who is genuinely trying to examine the
situation  and  to  allow  debate,  albeit
with the usual bias of � ve or six to the
occasional  one;  but  his  questions  are
genuine and raise issues that, as far as
other presenters are concerned, do not
exist.

People  know  that  what  used  up
public money is subsidies to property
speculators and transnationals, tax con-
cessions for landlords, public tribunals
instead of prison sentences, junkets for
quangos  and  advisers,  and  public
money  paid  to  private  companies  for
operations that were formerly provided
by  state  organisations.  Now  we  have
the banks’  debts  landed on our  backs
and called “public spending.”

Take out these tens of billions and
we could  have  proper  public  services,
with no need for social welfare cuts.
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Individually, the public know what’s
what,  but  organised  opposition  is
needed. The ICTU should be defending
our rights and refuting the lies of  the
Government  and  media.  The  Labour

Party has colluded for far too long, and
any  hope  that  genuine  people  had  of
in� uencing  its  policies  from  within
must be seen as a failure by now. Anger
has to be channelled by joining activist

groups  and parties  that  represent  the
interests  of  working people,  at  a time
when  change  is  possible  for  the  � rst
time in years.

[DUB]

Questions for Brian Cowen, Enda Kenny,
Éamonn Gilmore and John Gormley about a
second referendum on the Lisbon Treaty

What  do you understand to  be the legal  meaning of
article 6 of the Constitution of Ireland, which states that it
is the right of the Irish people “in � nal appeal, to decide all
questions of national policy”?

Were the changes to the Constitution proposed in the
28th Amendment of the Constitution Bill (2008) “questions
of national policy”?

862,415 people voted against the constitutional changes.
This represented 53.4 per  cent  of  those who voted.  Is  a
majority vote really su� cient to ensure respect for a par-
ticular referendum decision? What else would have been
required  in  June  2008?  What  will  be  required  for  the
second referendum?

None of you has promised to respect a second No vote.
Why is this?

The Supreme Court judgement in the Raymond Crotty
case  determined  that  a  Government  cannot  enter  into
obligations  as  far-reaching  as  those  contained  in  the
Lisbon Treaty without recourse to the people in a refer-
endum. The purpose of such a referendum is to ask the
people to decide whether or not to legislate to amend the
Constitution. Irish referendums are a form of direct legis-
lation. Will the second referendum be in conformity with
the Crotty judgement?

Speci� cally, how did the last European Council meeting
in Brussels arrive at  the word “consult”  to describe the
process  involved  in  the  proposed  second  Irish  refer-
endum? Where did this  formulation  come from? Is  the
word  used  to  justify  the  formulation  in  the  Decision,
which simply “takes note of the outcome of the Irish refer-
endum of 12th June 2008 on the Treaty of Lisbon and of
the  concerns  of  the  Irish  people  identi� ed  by  the
Taoiseach”?

Referendums in countries such as the UK, France and
Holland are essentially advisory and political; the citizens
are not making the law. In Ireland they are. Is this an
attempt to play down the enormity of the democratic and
constitutional swindle involved in the second referendum?
Or,  even more seriously,  is  it  laying  the ground for  an
attempt to ratify the Lisbon Treaty whatever the outcome
of the second referendum?

Where have all the promises to “respect” the decision of
the Irish people gone?

By what principles of democracy can the results of an
opinion poll of 2,101 adults carried out one month after
the actual  referendum—and in  a  period in which those
who voted No were subjected to a torrent of insults, mis-
representation and hectoring from various politicians and

media, and whose key theme was that No voters did not
really know what they were doing when they voted as they
did—be  given  precedence  over  the  actual  result  of  a
properly  conducted  referendum  in  which  people  were
asked to agree to amend the Constitution so that the 26-
County  state  could  ratify  the  Lisbon  Treaty  and  be  a
member of the new European Union established by that
Treaty?

Even  if  the  matters  identi� ed  as  “concerns”  to  be
addressed by the other EU member-states represented the
only reasons for the No vote, what is the democratic and
constitutional basis for this approach? Do you accept the
determination of the Supreme Court in the Hana� n judge-
ment,  as expressed by the then Chief  Justice Hamilton:
“Because of the secrecy of the ballot, it is not poss ible
to  ascertain  by  direct  evidence,  the  factors  which
in � uenced  the  people  in  casting  their  votes,  what
their  motives  were  in  casting  their  votes  or  the
reasons  why  they  cast  their  votes  in  a  particular
way . . . The people are presumed to know what they
want,  to have understood the proposed amendment
submitted to them and all of its implications” ?

How is the Decision of the EU Heads “legally binding,”
as is claimed?

Why is it not signed by the Heads of the other twenty-
seven EU member-states?

This  Decision  changes  absolutely  nothing  in  the
Treaties. If it did change anything, would it not have to be
rati � ed  by  all  twenty-seven  member-states  in  their
national parliaments or by referendums?

Also, if it is legally binding, why is it necessary to add a
protocol incorporating the same matters as are covered in
the Decision to the next EU Accession Treaty in 2010 or
2011?

Protocols have the same status as a Treaty. But is it
legally feasible to attach such a protocol to what will be an
accession treaty for Croatia to join the EU?

What  did  the  “militant  EU  federalist”  Andrew  Du�
mean  when  he  warned:  “Adding  this  protocol  to  the
Croatian accession treaty would leave the accession treaty
wide open to attack in the courts”?

Can you show where there is even a comma of di� er-
ence between the Treaty rejected in June 2008 and the
Treaty that we will vote on later this year?

If we vote Yes to what we correctly rejected then, could
you honestly claim that James Connolly was wrong when
he said that Ireland had a green  � ag because we were a
green people?
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World food and water shortage the
biggest threat to the world’s population

Urgent political change needed
to avoid worldwide catastrophe

HE knowledge by developed countries that a billion of the world’s population are starvingTand many more millions living in abject poverty is not new. The method of ignoring this
crime against humanity is to give them charity and make grand-sounding statements while
organising a world political and economic system that has ruthlessly robbed most of the world
of the right to live decently.

It is only now, when alarm bells are
ringing  for  the  capitalist  countries
themselves, that the warnings of those
advocating  a  better  system are  being
listened to. Climate change has domi-
nated  the  arguments,  with  powerful
transnational  and  political  interests
trying to hold back the evidence of how
a  destructive  worldwide  economic
system is causing global warming.

Food and water shortages, together
with  the  way  in  which  technology  is
used  for  economic  growth,  are
threatening  the  predator  countries
themselves. For the � rst time (having
refused  all  previous  requests)  the
World Trade Organisation  has agreed
to hear a report by a United Nations
expert appointed as special rapporteur
on  the  right  to  food,  Olivier  de
Schutter, on the e� ects of free trade on
the  right  to  food.  This  report,
presented to the Human Rights Coun-
cil  in  March,  condemns  trade  agree-
ments  that  include  agriculture  with
obligations that cause food shortages to
a country’s people.

A  leading  columnist  of  the  New
York Times, Tom Friedmann, warns of
the “collapse of civilisation” but thinks
the  United  States  can  lead  the  new
“green” economy! A devastating article
in  the May issue of  Scienti� c  Ameri-
can, “Could food shortages bring down
civilization?”  by  a  leading  environ-
mentalist, Lester R. Brown, says that,
unless the world’s political, social and 

economic system is changed, food and
water shortages will lead to the end of
civilisation and the world will descend
into chaos, with the collapse of national
governments.

All  these  commentators’  solutions
are centred on the consequences for the
predator countries, because their world
order  will  be  threatened  beyond
manageable  containment.  Neverthe-
less, it is no longer possible to disguise
the destruction caused by the capitalist
economic system. Surreptitiously these
same  countries  have  been  buying  up
land  in  agricultural  countries,  to  the
detriment  of  national  farmers,  and
China too has been buying and renting
agricultural land in many countries. A
report  in  the  Guardian (London)  on
the 3rd of July headed “Fears for the
world’s poor countries as the rich grab
land  to  grow  food”  states  that  neo-
colonisation  or  “land-grabbing”  is

taking  place at  a  rapid  pace  as  these
states buy land from poorer countries.
It  is  estimated that  land at  least  half
the extent of Europe has been bought
or leased in the last six months.

Free-trade policies have accelerated
this  process,  and  unless  change  is
rapidly agreed the 21st century may be
our last.

There  is  increasing  agreement  on
the state of the world’s ecosystem and
the  main  areas  that  need  immediate
� xing. The year 2025 is now seen as the
crisis point for critical shortages of food
and water, leading to large-scale world-
wide famine and resource wars if econ-
omic policies are not radically changed.

The  report  of  the  UN  Inter-
governmental  Panel  on  Climate
Change in 2007 con� rms what environ-
mentalists  have been saying for  years
about human activity being responsible
for  global  warming.  The  report  of  a
conference  held  in  Copenhagen,
“Climate  change:  Global  risks,  chal-
lenges  and  decisions,”  published  in
March in preparation for the next IPCC
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meeting  in  December,  says  that  new
scienti� c evidence con� rms that we are
reaching  the  tipping  point  of  ir-
reversible change.
  • Rising sea levels are likely to be far
worse  than  previous  UN  projections,
leading to mass migration by displaced
populations.
  • Deserti� cation is increasing all over
the world.
  • The main water systems of the world
are drying up: rivers are being diverted
to  massive  metropolitan  areas  and
large-scale  agricultural  systems.  The
non-renewable aquifers or water tables
(those  not  supplied  by  rain  and  the
atmosphere but laid down over billions
of  years  deep  in  the earth)  are being
depleted  rapidly.  The  water  tables  in
the centre of the United States, China
and Saudi Arabia are drying up. More
than half of India’s wells have dried up,
and  Indian  farmers  are  committing
suicide at an alarming rate.
     Capitalist  countries  have  been
achieving high returns on food by plun-
dering  the  rest  of  the  world’s  agri-
cultural  resources  and  by  high  tech-
nology, using the largest portion of the
world’s  non-renewal  energy  resources
of  hydrocarbons,  fresh  water,  arable
land, forests and � sheries and destroy-
ing the air we breathe.

It  is  estimated  that  as  much  as  a
third of  the world’s topsoil  is  eroding
faster  than  it  can  be  replenished,
caused  by  wind  and erosion resulting
from incorrect agricultural policies and
the  felling  or  not  planting  of  trees,
hedges, and other plants that hold soil.

World grain yields have peaked, and
grain  stocks  are  controlled,  both  in
distribution and use, by transnationals.
Grain is traded as a commodity in the
world’s  stock  exchanges.  China,  India
and the United States are the largest
suppliers  of  wheat  and  rice  in  the
world, and their  production has fallen
dramatically  since 1997.  In  the 1960s

and 70s the widespread use of fertilisers
and irrigation led to the belief that this
would solve the world’s problems, and
more  recently  genetically  modi� ed
crops  were  hailed  as  solving  the
problem;  but  they  are  not  producing
the wonder increase in yield that  was
expected.

A quarter of the American grain har-
vest is now being used for bio-fuel. As
higher  prices  can  be  got  for  bio-fuel
production, grain producers are switch-
ing away from food production. Increas-
ingly  land in other  countries is being
used to supply ethanol.

Logging is intensifying global warm-
ing  as  well  as  destroying  indigenous
populations  in  the  rainforests.  Rich
sources of herbs and plants are taken
from  the  forests  by  pharmaceutical
companies and licensed for their exclu-
sive use.

Diversity is disappearing, because of
the  dominance  of  large-scale  corpor-
ations  in  producing  only  high-yield
crops.  Allowing  transnational  corpor-
ations,  including  genetic  engineering
companies,  to  license  and  trademark
grain and seeds has reduced variety and
freedom for small farmers.

Globalised  free  trade  allows  trans-
nationals to operate without the restric-
tions imposed on national governments
by international law. The International
Monetary  Fund  and  the  World  Bank
dictate  agricultural  policies  in  accor-
dance  with  neo-liberal  free-trade
dogmas.

The Atlantic  Ocean has been over-
� shed to the extent that its ecosystem
is in  danger  of  imminent  collapse.  In
many areas this has already happened,
causing  misery  to  maritime  com-
munities. Transnational � shing vessels
are  now  concentrating  on  the  Paci� c
with  the  same rapacious  � shing  tech-
niques. The � shing communities of the
smaller  countries  and  islands  in  the
south Paci� c are being destroyed: one

large  � shing  vessel  in  one  trip  can
remove  what  was  previously  the
annual haul of all  the local � shermen
using traditional sustainable methods. 

African countries  are  the centre  of
warfare for food and water as both dis-
appear  and as predator countries con-
tinue  to  plunder  their  resources  and
buy their land.

According  to  the  rapporteur’s
report, of the world’s poor 50 per cent
are  smallholders  living  on  5  acres  or
less of cropland, 20 per cent are land-
less labourers, 10 per cent are nomadic
people  or  pastoralists,  � shing  people,
and foresters, and 20 per cent are the
urban poor.

In countries where more than 34 per
cent  of  the  population  are  under-
nourished,  agriculture  represents  30
per  cent  of  GDP and  70  per  cent  of
employment. In the rest of the world it
accounts for about 9 per cent of GDP
and  over  50  per  cent  of  total
employment. The urban poor are grow-
ing as agricultural populations move to
the cities, putting huge extra pressure
on metropolitan infrastructure.

For a long time the capitalist econo-
mists have trumpeted high technology
as the saviour of the world’s population.
According  to  neo-liberal  doctrines,
underachiement was a result of techno-
logical  backwardness  and  government
corruption and mismanagement. Global
free trade would bene� t all.

The  outcome  has  been  the  direct
opposite: the gap between rich and poor
has  widened,  and  small  farmers  and
� shing  communities  have  been  des-
troyed all over the world.

Solutions within the present  world
economic  order  are  severely  limited;
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nevertheless they are a starting point
for  local  organisations  and  political
parties  in  pressuring  the  controlling
right-wing  powers  that  make  up  the
G20  countries.  Progressive  forces  in
India  and  China could help  stem the
landslide into  neo-liberal  policies  that
have failed globally.

The  message  is  loud  and  clear:
capitalism  has  failed  to  provide  the
world  with a  sustainable  system.  The
UN  and  Copenhagen  reports  o� er
solutions  that  would  help  stem  the
speed  of  disintegration.  These  are
policies that communists and environ-
mentalists  have  been  advocating  for
years  but  were  branded  by  the
capitalist  media  and  think  tanks  as
backward;  but  increasingly  many
governments su� er under the damage
done by neo-liberalism and are looking
for real alternatives.

The main points advocated are:
  • International  agreement  on
policies that will begin to reverse the
worst  damage  of  carbon  emissions
causing  global  warming  and  icecap
depletion.
  • The  implementation  of  national
government  policy  that  asserts  the
right to food, and trade agreements
to  be  agreed  with  reference  to
national  human rights  and develop-
ment objectives. The use of GDP as a
measure  of  regulating  government
spending  and  loan  repayments  is
condemned.  The  IPCC  recommends
that a national strategy on the right to
food  be  drawn  up  with  wide  partici-
pation from organisations outside the
government, such as farmers’, peasants’
and  � shing  organisations.  To  balance
sectional  interests it  would seem that
trade unions should be included in this
policy formation.
  • The  development  of  agriculture
and � shing nationally to sustain local
populations.
  • The  removal  of  agricultural

products  from  WTO  and  other  bi-
lateral  agreements  on  free  trade.
National  governments  should reassert
the  right  to  protect  their  agriculture
from  cheap  import  surges  and  from
transnational pressure on farmers who
are forced to produce at extremely low
prices. This would protect our farmers
from the likes of Tesco.
  • Reducing  the  use  of  fossil  fuels,
particularly in the transport of food
around  the  world,  and  the  develop-
ment of solar and maritime energy.
  • Using water sparingly by promot-
ing agriculture based on sustainable
farming and repairing existing water
systems  neglected  because  private
companies � nd it unpro� table. There
should  be  investment  in  projects  to
develop  desalination  systems  that  do
not use fossil fuels.
  • Protecting the world’s major river
systems by examining the supply to
growing  metropolitan  areas,  how
water is used in them, and how it is
used for industry.
  • Reducing logging and developing
national  strategies  for  replenishing
depleted  soil  and  desert  areas  by
planting  suitable  plants  and
terracing.

Communists  know  that  these
measures  will  be  implemented  only
when pressure is exerted by organised
groups on governments to carry them
out,  but  at  least  more guidelines and
strategies  are  available  that  can  be
called  on  to  back  up  these  demands.

Cuba showed how it can be done years
ago  when  it  helped  Nicaragua  build
terraces  to  restructure  exhausted
mountainous areas,  but  this  was des-
troyed  after  the  United  States  engi-
neered the downfall of the government,
and  its  right-wing  successors  had  no
interest in supporting small farmers.

Success  in  reordering  the  world’s
infrastructure  and  economic  relations
depends  in  the  long  run  on  socialist
planning for the bene� t of the whole of
society. Communists have traditionally
supported  large-scale  industry.  The
Soviet  Union  had  to  develop  such
industry  rapidly  in  extreme  circum-
stances  of  hostility  and  interference
from capitalist countries and later the
“Cold War,”  with  its consequent  need
for  large  military  expenditure.  The
Soviet Union also gave aid to progres-
sive  movements  and  governments.  In
the process its own infrastructure was
damaged,  but  enormous  gains  were
made that have now been lost.

Scienti� c  knowledge  has  come  a
long way since then in understanding
the environmental impact of industrial
development and of large-scale farming;
but  the  di� erence  between  socialist
industrial development and the whole-
sale destruction of the capitalist system
was that one was for the bene� t of all
the members of society. With increas-
ing knowledge this could have moved
collectively  to  a  cleaner  mode  of
industry  without  the  wholesale  up-
heavals that occurred.

In the twenty-� rst  century we can
learn from all these mistakes if we are
given the time to do so. Communists
need  to  reassess  the  development  of
mega-cities and to develop policies that
promote a more even spread between
industry  and  agriculture,  which  need
not  be  backward  but  can  be  techno-
logically advanced in a multi-structured
way.

[DUB]

Increased fears of a coup
in Guatemala

S the rise of left-wing and anti-imperialist leaders in LatinAAmerica continues, the resistance of the elite increases.
This can be seen with the continuing attempts to undermine
Hugo  Chávez  in  Venezuela,  the  recent  assassination  plot
against Evo Morales in Bolivia, and the campaign of violence
and intimidation against the FMLN in El Salvador.

At the moment it can also be seen
clearly  in  Guatemala,  where  civil  un-
rest and the mobilisation of the elite is
attempting to overthrow the � rst left-
wing President in � fty years. President
Álvaro  Colom,  who  was  elected
eighteen months ago, is the � rst leftist
president of Guatemala since the CIA-

orchestrated  coup  overthrew  Jacobo
Árbenz  in  1954,  sparking  a  36-year
genocide.

Now  a  murdered  lawyer’s  taped
accusation  that  the  president  wanted
him dead is threatening to topple the
presidency and has deepened the politi-
cal divide between rich and poor. The
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attorney,  Rodrigo  Rosenberg,  claimed
in  a  video  � lmed  days  before  his
murder: “If you are watching this mes-
sage it is because I was assassinated by
President  Álvaro  Colom.”  Colom  has
denied  any  involvement,  and  there  is
no evidence pointing towards anything
other than his innocence.

Rosenberg  was  uncovering  corrup-
tion  in  the  Banrural,  the  country’s
largest bank. It is believed that he was
going  to  go  public  about  the  bank
laundering  drug  money  through shell
companies for drug cartels. Colom has
said that the Rosenberg video is part of
a right-wing conspiracy designed to de-
stabilise  the  government  and  ulti-
mately bring him down. In an interview
he has suggested  that  Rosenberg  was
coerced into making the video. It is also
worth noting that the video was made
in the o� ce of a journalist, Mario David
García, who had his national television
news  programme  suspended  in  1998
when  the  then  president,  Vinicio
Cerezo, said that  rogue generals were
planning  a  coup.  García  also  ran  for
president for an ultra right-wing party
in the 1980s.

What  is  clear  is  that  the  elite  in
Guatemala  are  calling  for  the  over-
throw of  the president,  and a coup is
becoming more possible every day.

The elite  (less than 10 per  cent  of

the population owns 75 per cent of the
land)  have  always  opposed  Colom,
while  Guatemala’s  indigenous  Mayan
poor  overwhelmingly  support  the
President.

Since his election Colom has moved
to tax the rich and to build schools and
clinics  in  disadvantaged  areas.  His
government  has  challenged  the
traditional  power-brokers,  including
former  military  o� cials.  Earlier  this
year he agreed to open a police archive
that  contains information on left-wing
activists abducted and killed during the
country’s civil war.

Guatemala’s  past  has  been  marred
by a series of military coups. When the
war  ended,  politically  motivated
murder did not. Eleven years ago, for
example,  a  Catholic  bishop,  Juan
Gerardi, was bludgeoned to death after
delivering a damning report on abuses
committed by the state during the war.

Now  lawyers,  CEOs,  doctors  and
other upper-class Guatemalans, usually
� anked  by  their  bodyguards,  have
marched in Guatemala City to demand
that the President leave o� ce. Peasants
and  those  who  live  in  the  country’s
slums have  marched  to  support  their
president,  who  has  spent  the  last
eighteen  months  focusing  on  job
creation and social programmes as well
as tackling organised crime and � ghting

corruption in the federal police.
Colom has declared that he will not

leave  o� ce  under  any  circumstances.
“They would have to kill me. I will not
allow  Guatemala  to  lose  what  it  has
waited for  for  � fty  years because of  a
bunch of irresponsible people.”

[JM]

The hierarchy of victimhood
HEN two British soldiers were killed in Antrim and a member of the PSNI in Lurgan inWMarch, protests were held throughout the North to condemn the killings. Shortly after-

wards a Catholic man was murdered in Coleraine while going to the aid of a neighbour who
had been set upon by a loyalist gang. The dead man’s wife and a pregnant woman were also
battered in the process. In scenes reminiscent of the Shankill Butchers, the loyalists wielded
hammers and bats.

The murdered man, Kevin McDaid,
was  a  community  activist  who  had
worked  in  the  area  to  improve  com-
munity relations, having taken groups
of  Catholic  and  Protestant  children
away.

The north Antrim nationalist  com-

munity  over  the  past  few  years  has
been  subject  to  continuous  sectarian
harassment by loyalists and their coat-
trailers.  Last  year  a  group  of  young
soccer-players  from Dublin  had  to  be
removed from Coleraine after an attack
on their accommodation.

In  July  2007  Michael  McInveen’s
father  received  a  death  threat  from
loyalists after removing the name of his
murdered sixteen-year-old son from an
Eleventh  Night  bon� re.  Kevin
McDaid’s son has also been informed by
the PSNI that his life is under threat.

The silence and lack of action from
all  quarters  has  been  deafening.  One
DUP councillor, Adrian McQuillan, said
the killing was “tit for tat” and a direct
result  of  “there  being  Tricolours  up
yesterday  afternoon.”  In  other  words,
the victim deserved what he got.

It seems that the de� nition of what
is a crime has changed since March. At
the demonstration on the 2nd of June
outside City Hall in Belfast the crowd
barely  reached  triple  � gures,  if  even
that.  Those  who  lined  up  behind  the
state in March are now conspicuous by

their  silence,  their  absence  at  the
demonstrations,  and  the  lack  of  any
calls for condemnation.

Condemning the murder of an inno-
cent Catholic is beyond the pale; it is a
contradiction of the respectability that
loyalist  paramilitaries  now  have.  This
situation  is  made  even  worse  by
allegations by the dead man’s wife that
two members of the police sat in a car
and  watched  the  murder,  in  scenes
reminiscent  of  the  murder  of  Robert
Hamill in Portadown.

June is the month in which republi-
cans,  socialists  and  all  progressives
celebrate  the  birthday of  Wolfe  Tone.
Sectarianism  is  a  consequence  of
British rule in Ireland. It truly is time
for  all  Irish  people—Catholic,  Protes-
tant, and Dissenter—to unite to break
the connection.

[SMG]
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Campaign to save
public housing

Pensioners living in St Bricin’s Park,
Arbour Hill,  tenants of  Dublin City
Council,  have  sent  the  following
letter  to  the new Mayor,  signed by
more than forty residents:

Dear Mayor,
We are  calling  upon you  to  use

your o� ce to reverse the decision of
the  City  Council  to  hand  over  our
homes and lives  to Circle  Housing.
We are living with a sword over our
heads,  and  people’s  health  has
become a� ected.

Yours sincerely,
Billy Ennis

Instant recognition!
Both  the  United  States  and  the
Organisation  of  American  States
have  declared  that  they  will  not
recognise  the  junta  that  seized
power in Honduras on the 28th of
June,  and  indeed  they  are
demanding (at  least  for  the  time
being)  that  the  elected  president
be reinstated. Yet on the day after
the  coup  the  Irish  Times
referred  to  the  junta  as  “the
government”; the following day it
referred  to  it  as  “the  interim
government” and went on to refer
to President Zelaya as “the leftist.”
But don’t hold your breath waiting
for  the  Irish  Times  to  refer  to
Gordon  Brown,  Nicolas  Sarkozy,
Angela  Merkel  or  Silvio
Berlusconi as “the rightists,” or to
Brian Cowen as . . .


